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.'nie investigaticn sdnedule for LIUFGN lias reacted the bcealcing 

point. Hie can not keep up vith the avalancte of inforaBtion that has 
reacted the organizaticn in the last tvo ocnths. Reports are flooding 
into the organizaticn from all ewer the Island area. In the first two 
■onths of this year, UUFON has recseived reports totaling in excess 
of nell over forty sene odd reports. 1)05 cxxqpled vith scxne ten cases 

still open for investigation fm cxir 1969 case load... 

UUFGN j\]8t sinply needs BK>re investigators. If any aenber is interested, 

please cxxitact xis for a application to beeme an investigator... 

— Sane of the recant reports indicate that the surfacse has only begun 
to be sexateted in fteT^East^rn Suffolk arBa.~. l . ~FOr exanple these are 
onlyiBcte of^the recent reports~tlat havi^reacted our eajre'this month.... 

.Ihe Itoiin of Rivezhead : Iteze is sene substance that there have 

been landings in fan fields of objecte in the last several years.... 

Cne witness has told us he knows of two such instancies that have cxicurred 
there in the last tuo years.... In January fm the 111110 of East Baopton 
cane a report of a objecit that hovered over a vonan's house tdiicii bathed 
her back yard in a idiite bean of light. Ihe csbjecit then deposited two 
alien entities in plain sight. Itie vooBn called the East Ifempbon Police 

and two cars responded to the scene. *11118 idiole radio transmissicxi 

vas ewerhecurd by three Ananganset Volunteer Firemen and a Chief on 
their scanners. LJUFGN has cntacted the ^st Haipton Polica only to 

get a flat denial. Ihe Firemen still stick to their story. 

.... A 1976 report of a large objecit buzzing the L.I.E. at exit 57 in 
Haiqipauge in the evening, ihe cjbjeck was 500 feet in diameter and was 
a classic disc vith a dose... It was aocempanied by three smaller objecte 
of simileu: descripticn.... Ihere have been repeated aninal nutilations 
in the Brcxkhaven Ibwn parks in the Setauket area.... From the months 
/Of July throu^ to Octeber.... Dogs, cats and raocxxxis have been seen 
to be surgically outilated vith no signs of blcxid.... He also have 
photos of a recant cat mutilation idiich bad its annal area cared and 
bored out of all tissue vith no blcxtd at the scane or any on the carcass. 

.He han/e a report of a labor Dny weekend si^iting of a iinknown 

at Oadar Beach.—Ihis is one mile from the Shoreham Reaertor... Six 
witnesses reported a large diamond shape objeck to have sailed towards 
the reaertor after first buzzing their position in the Beach Parking 

lot.... Size was several hundred feet acocoss.Report from E^ast ^Aiogue 

cxxificms that' a seccxid objeck of similar descripticxi to the Septenber 
28, 1989 Morictes Bay Case was seen in the area of Levis Road and followed 
a woman in her car to her front doorstep to he seen by her husband and 
friends. Ihe witnesses have positively Identified the photos from the 
Moriches Bay Case as the cibjeck they saw.... By the way they live 1/4 
mile frexn the end of the main runway at the Hest Ikmpton Air Guard 

Base.More cxi this case will be said in this issue in the ChairBcun's 

Comer.This is not only the last, we have received in 

addition to these cases reports of old sinkings from ten to twenty 
five years ago that pecjple have never reported to anyone.....LIUFON 
is investigating and will continue to r^»rt to the maibership and the 
public.....30. 
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TTIE CHAIRMaN'S OOKNER 


BY* JOHN FORD 

The last issue of the," Long Islzuid U.F.O. Reporter ", carried the 
story about an incident that occurred on S^rt.. 28, 1989 over Moriches 
Bay and on the Dune Area of anith’s point Beach.This incident may have 
been an attenfit by the U-S. Armed Forces and elements of the Suffolk 
County Police Aviation Bureau to moniotr a bisabled U-F-0- that had 
landed in the IXme Area of the Beiach that night. It also involved a 
second object of about 574 feet long that hovered in the middle of Moridies 
Bay. The story also revolved around the Peterscm family, ( not their 
real names ) vho saw the military and police helicopters monitor the 
object in the Dunes and surrounded the second object ever the Bay- This 
incident was also photgraphed by the Petersons. This type of operation 
is )mown in Ufology as a Retrieval Operation, the retrieval of a U.F.O. 
oir lCTSt~thB“ attempt at one-in-this case. Yes it happened here on Long 
Island, on the South Shore in one of Suffolk County's largest residential 
connunities. 

The military, principally the Coast Guard and the Air fbtional Guard 
at West Hampton with the assistance of the Police were involved in the 
incidents; according to their own admission from official reports. They 
stated in their correspcxtdence to L.I.U.F.O.N. that they were searching 
for a reportedly sinking private boat. They did have helicopters out 
there and a plane that ni^it whic^ were engaged in the search. The 
plane was dropping parachute flares. The Police cxxxiucted a searcii over 
the Bay until 9:00 p.m. with one helicoptea:. The Coast Guard and the 
Air fbtional Guaurd employed two helicopters with the assistance of a 
KC-130 Hercules transport ( idiich was the principal aircraft used to 
drtp the flaues ) out over the ocean at the last reported position of 
the sinking boat. The position was sane three miles off of Staiith's Point 
Beach. There were also two Coast Guard Cutters enployed in the operation 
and ihich took vp positions off of the Beach. The call, however, was 
a hoax called in by a prankster that ni^t irtiich has been admitted to 
by the authorities in both public announcements and cx»rrespc»idenc». 

Our Freedom of Infomation Act Requests were filed with the Suffolk 
County Police and the U.S. Coast Guard and have provided us with this 
much informaticxi. The New York State Air fbticnal Guard has consistaitly 
not answered any correspondence which has been sent to them. 

Vihy does L.I.U.F.O.N. still maintain an official position that it 
was something else in light of all the official daiials and public statements 
that have beei made ? L.I.U.F.O.N. maintains that the evidence points 
to something else and that all the official statements were just a coverup. 
Vfhy ? Because of these faerts: 

1 ) Forty eight photographs were taken of a Icirge object over the Bay 
hy the Peterson family. These jhotographs reveal a objeert composed of 
five large aniher lights. The military states these are parachute flEires 
photographed over the Bay. 

2) the Fund for U.F.O. Itesearch has analyzed the piertures on exmputers- 
Their analysis reveals the lights not to be flares, flourescent or 
incandescent light sources. They deem the lights to be cold sources 

of light emissions. The conputer could ncjt locate on its scan 3ny thermal 
readings from the emulsion pattern on the photograph. 
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3) A large object cduxDSed of six large amber lights was seen in ten 
different locations in CJcmnecticut an hour and fifteen minutes before 

the incident over Moriches Bay began. This has been confirmed by Internationally 
respected tJ.F.O. Researcher Phil Imbrogno. 

4) Fishermen in Center Moriches and Shirley have contacted us since 
the event to inform us that there is a periodic 17 degree variation 
on Ifagneitc North on their boat's coiqpasses idien they are in the area 
of the mouth of Moriches Inlet- Scmetimes their coiqpasses will not stay 
on North or work at all. This is in the area of the alleged landing 

in the Dunes. 

5) Two L-I.U.F.O.N. investigators two weeks before the incident occurred 
observed military and police helicopters practicing formation flying 
over Moriches Bay. This formation flying was the same pattern used on 
the night of the incident. 

6 ) An area of 75 feet in Hiainf» t-er..w7i.«t d-ifwinverpd on October 22 ,_L9B9_ 

by a L.I.U.F.O.N. field team in the area of the Dunes which was cxv^iosed 

of (brushed and dead vegetation. This area closely reseshles a U.F.O. 
landing site. 

7) An F.A.A. official in a letter to L.I.U.F.O.N. admitted that there 
was only helicc^jters involved in the search that nic^. In his letter 
he indicated that there was no mention of any involvement of a 

No KC-130, no flares, equals strsuige lights over the Bay that could 
suddenly blind observers with their brillanoe as reported by the Petersons. 

8 ) Oh October 15,1989, the Federal Aviation Administration destroyed 
all records of this incident since they keep flight records of this 
or any aircraft activity for some fifteen days. Yet in a letter dated 
to us months later, an F.A.A. Official stated in a letter to us that 
their records indicate that only military helicxjpter activity Wcis reported 
to them. If no records were available what records was this gentleman 
refering to ? Hho is kidding who ? 

9) While the incident began cnrer Moriches Bay at 8:45 p-m. that night 
eutd lasted until 11:45 p.m., the Petersons reported a large object of 
5 to 6 large ankier lic^its in the middle of the bay at an altitude of 
several hundred feet. They were able to ptxjtograph it and recxtrd tiius 
their observations. At 9:30 p.m. to 9;45 p.n. the mmp night a woman 
by the name of Kathy O'Donnell and her husband reported that a similar 
object composed of six large amber liqbts had chased and followed Kathy 
doFwn Lewis Road onto Hollow Pine Tree Road in East Quocpie. The object 
even followed her to her house where her husband cind a friend also observed 
it as it moved off to the West. One thing that stuck in their minds 

about the incident was that it nede no noise and the unusual brillance 
of the lights. It is our opinion here at L.I.U.F.O.N. that more than 
cxie large object of equal description was in the night skies of Long 
Island that night. Has it looking for something it lost, for the O'Dcmnells 
stated that it hovered over a potato field before moving off as if 
looking for something. Has it looking for a lost U.F.O.? 

10) A government scientist oontactad^aiid met with one of our menbers 

who relayed a story to L.T,JJ^F-0-N. investigators according to his instructions. 
His story was that ind@d^ a U.F.O. had been brought down that ni^t by 
the goyerijraait- He told of a secret "Star Hars" project at Brookhaven 
Tjaboratories that involved the use of "Super Conductors" to generate 
a hic^ intensity laser that was developed for the purpose of shooting 
down U.F.O.'s. On the night of September 28,1989 it was used for that 
purpose- He also told of the attempt to capture that object that met 
with unsvKcessful results. In the Dunes, the attempt met with disaster 
and the lost of some nineteen lives by the government when resistance 
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was met in its capture- The whole' liK^ident was qulcJcly cleaned up that 
night- The story is presented here for your edification. L.I.U.F.O.N. 
can not prove or disprove it. Thei only questicm to be answered is why 
did he contact us to have the stoty given to us. The gentlenon is *dio 
he says he is and does work at BrooJchaven Laboratory. Hhat was his motive 
for this story ? 

In conclusicn, we bring you this report for you our ma*)ership to 
judge- Did something strange happen that night or did the Coast Guard 
and the Police go on a wild goose chase tradcing down a prankster's 
trick ? Or could it just, just by chance that sonething else did occurr 
that ni^t that involved "National Security " of the hl^iest level 
that resulted in the whole affair- being covered up from the public ? 

Hhat about the slottings in Oonne^icot ? ftiat was that thing seen in 

East Quoque ? -4— --—-------- 

-As -iiiBre -on-thi s -inv eotigation y L . I.4J » g -. O . W . will kna p yo u -— 

informed. 30 

******************************************************************************* 


cx]ix»BiA oct iipdas:^" 

.. In October-Of-1988, an. iiicidepli-xxx;!ur3re^ in Bort,defferBGfi involvirs 
the Suffolk County Police's Sixth; Precinct. Ihis incident involved a . 

Disc shaped object that had buzzed a Postal trudc and senrral responding 
Police cars. It also involved seni^rid. civilian witnesses to the incident. 

It also involved a Federal Agency covering up the incident and coercing 
all involved to remain silent, inciLuding the Suffolk Police. 

The story was leaked to us tyi sevzal Police Officers and a Suffolk 
County Governnent Official lAo nu^ remain anncnyaous. It also involved 
the disclosure of, a secret briefing manual that is distributed to the 
Ooomand structure of the Suffolk police Department on how to handle 
U.F.O. related incidents. V 

Ihe case officially regmins open in the an^iives of the Long Island 
U.F.O. Network and is still under: furtter investigation- Our continuing 
investigation has uncovered more facts. 

Here are sane of them: _ 

1) Ihe first car cxi the scene was; nimifaer 613 and after the incident 
had to be taken out of service fop maintenance. Hie reascm was electrical 
problems and blistering of paint pn the car. 

2) The first Agency called by the Police was the Federal Aviaticai AdministraticHi 
to check to see if any aircraft had been in the area. 

3) A Police Ccnmander as according to procedure contacted the Federal 
Intelligence Agency involved aftep first notifying his superiors at 
Headquarters in Yaphank. 

4) A house cai Oolumbia Street bec^nne vacant two months after the incident 
when L.I.U.F.O.N. brrtce the story. It was used as a office for a Certified 
Public Accountant and a Exterminating Service. The story given was that 
the landlord had raised the rents, to an unacceptable level for the tenants 
to pay. Our investigators tried to folow ip and locate the tenants to 
talk to them, but the landlord could not give a forwarding address for 
them. He also refused to give us their names. The total conpliment employed 
by both businesses was three people.. The same nnter of pecple r^x>rted 

to us who had witnessed the incident. The house sits opposite the railroad 
crossing where the incident occurred. 

5) L.I.U.F.O.N. has failed to locate any additicxial witnesses to the 
incident although this is a heavily populated and transited area. It 
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to US that they never hs^ard .of the incident and that there was no knowlodqo 
of it until L-I.U.F.O.N- broke the story. 

6 ) After the incident was reported to the newspapers L.I.U.F.O.N. learned 
that the officers of the Sixth Precinct were told not to motion the 
incident or discuss it with their families. In addition, they were warned 
not to have any dealings with L.I.U.F.O.N. on the natter. 

7) In June of 1989 an incidnet was reported to us that involved a nightime 
si^iting of two disc shaped objects over a Ooram residential area. 

Two Sixth Preciixrt car s responded with a Sargeant and two Police Officers 
who also witnessed the objects. The Sixth Precinct flenys the incident, 
althou^ L.I.U.F.O.N. learned of the incident through a confidmtial 
Police source. Another further coverup ? 

—"ftie Colmiiia Street Case only proves that the Federal Government 



THIS A PHOTO OF THE RAILROAD CROSSINIIC AND YARDS 
AT CJOLUMBIA STREET IN PORT JEFFHJSON, NEH YORK. 

( PIKTTO LIUFON ARCHIVES ) 
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Ttie following is a statistical analysis breakdown for the year of 
1988. It conprises some 121 reported cases encxm^^assing some 179 reports 
sutmitted to the organization. The way L.l.U.F.O.N. handles its reporting 
system is to receive a report from each individual witness involved 
in a case. In some cases involving niltipile witnesses an individual 
report is taken and is then assign^ed a report ncmher and is usually 
put in a case folder indicating which C£ise it is assigned to- 

Here is the statistics as prepared by Bruce Richardson, investigator, 
for L.I-U-F.O.N.: 


1) Conposition of gender for witnesses; 4756 were male, while 5356 were 

f e m^ e. ’ ”. . . . 

2) The nuBBher of witnessra per sigKcing: ... ' 

A) 1 additional witness-- 3656 ! 

B) No additional witnesses - 3156 

C) More than 2 additional witnes^^ - 1856 

D) 2 additional witnesses - l™ 

3) Frequency of sightings as to dayi of week: 

Most frequent day is Monday, Followed by Saturday, Wednesday, Thursday 
and Sunday^ -The least nwter of signings can. be expected on a Friday... 

4) Most frequent time period of signings has occurred in the 1980’s. 

The 1960's is second with the 1970’,s the least repoirted time period. 

5) The distance that most objects a|:e seen at is: 

X)l556 occur at a distancse lesS; ^han a mile. 

B) 2156 occur at a distance of more than a mile. 

C) 3156 occur at a distance greats than a mile to two miles away. 

D) 956 occur at a distance greaf^r tlan three miles away. 

6 ) Heaviest month for 1988 for sightings on Long Island was August followed 
by July. Se pt ember was next followed by Noveoter and April. The least 
activity reported for 1988 was in the months of January and Deooifcer. 

7) The breakdown for August was as follows: 

A) There were 18 sightings in August 1988, with 13 of the 18 reported 

between August 15th and 18th. Therei were 10 sightings on August 15th. 

B) They were; 2 in (bteniiill, 2 in Riverhead, 3 in South lfein>hcKi, 
and 1 sighting per town for East Ifei^pton, Sagaponack and Mattituck. 

C) 5756 reported disc shaped objects, while 4356 either reported cloud like 
object or beams of light, coming fi^ the cloud. 

8 ) Most frequently reported time for sightings is 9256 reporting a nightime 
sighting while only 856 reported daytime observaticwis. 

9) The shape most oomnonly reported: is broken down as such: 

A) Disc shape 6756 ( enccnpasses category of disc 3156, round 1656, 
oval 1656 and oblong 456 ). 

B) 2056 involved the categories of rectangle456, cigar 5%, triangle 
5% and lights 556. 

C) 1356 for all other shapes or phenomaia. 

10) Percentage involving landings; 6756 negative while 1356 were affirmative. 

11) Percentage involving Close Encounters or Abductions; 8756 were negative 
while some 1356 were affirmative. 

12) The most freguently involved age groiq>; 

A) 20 - 39 years old 5756. C) 0 - 19 years old, 1456. 

B) 40 - 59 years old 1856. d) 60 years old & over 1156. 
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13) The size distribution for objects reported in 1988 were: 


a) 1% reported objects between 3 ft- to 15 ft- 

B) 1% reported objects of a 1000 ft- - 

C) 1% reported objects in excess of 2500 ft.- 

D) 28yt reported objects of 50 ft-- 

E) 21% reported objects of between 30 to 40 ft-. 

E) 16% reported objects of 500 ft-- 

14) Tbe most frequently described surface of these objects was a dark 
grey, followed by a description of blade blending in with the night 
sky. 


THE LONG ISLMQ) DISC. 



This is the most frequently seen object in the skies of Long Island- 
It is usually put in the range of between 30 to 50 feet- Usually seen 
as a singular object with either lights or windows on it. 

A-****'*************#***********'**************#**###*#*******#****#****************'** 

The statistical analysis you have read is based on L.l-U.F.O.N.’s 
own independent research. Ncne of the information discussed has been 
solicited from outside sources. 
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CASE NUMBER: 109-88 . ! . _ 

FROM ITIE ARCHIVES OF ITIE IX)NG ISLAND U.F.O. NETVJORK INC. 


In September of 1988 a Doctor David Fells of Lawrence N.Y., contacted 
the lx)ng Island U.F.O. Network to ^inform us that he had in his possession 
two photographs of U.F.O.'s. Doctor Fells informed us that he had taken 
the pictures in February of 1982 from his rear bedrocm window in his 
home in l^wrence located in the Five ll^wns Area of. Nassau County. In 
the series of photographs he had,taken. Doctor Fells informed us he 
had two clear pictures of the evehing sky and two pictures of the sky 
with a white disc. Unable to explain the event, the Doctor held onto 

the pieties for some six years hoping that he'could find some one — - 

who could offer an expXariatiOT fof 'the app©aranee bf"ther'two discs~on- 

his film. The reascxi it was such a mystery was that the Doctor never 
remembered seeing the objects in the evaiing sky. In the fifth picture 
he had taken a view of the interior of the room from which he had shot 
the pictures. 

Doctor Fells was .interviewed;by our staff by phcxie and he was asked 
to send us the picture. It was followed by written reports which were 
sent to us by Doctor Fells. The tape recorded. teleiAione interview and 
the written reports gave us a basis to go on. About a week later, c«i 
September 12,1988, the Doctor had;sent the negatives from which copies 
and blow-ups were made for analysis by L.I.U.F.O.N.. 

The photographs and negativesiwere thai sent to L.I.U.F.O.N. *s own 
photo expert Chris Zamboni. Chris did a thorough job of photograpAiic 
analysis based upon his twenty years as a internationally recognized 
expert, professional p^iOtogra{dTer^ 

Chris' analysis bet^an by examining the negatives and the photos. 

He checked the negatives for any alterations or superinposig technigues. 
He also checked the emulsion pattern of the photographs to deect any 
signs which would show evidence of trick photography. He did detect 
a reflection in the lower left of the pictures indicationg the pictures 
had been tak«i through a glass window. This coincided with the statement 
that Doctor Fells had originally given us. The absence of any evidence 
of trick photography or emulsion irregularities gave support to the 
belief that the pictures were unaltered. It also coincided with Doctor 
Fells' background as a amateur photographer who lacked the eguipment 
and training to pull off such a trick. Yet, in the fifth picture there 
was the view of the interior of the room and it showed under analysis 
that it had a recessed light fixtvure in the ceiling directly behind 
the window from which the pictures were taken. If the photo was that 
of genuine U.F.O.'s, then why didn't the Doctor see them when he had 
taken the pictures. 

This was the main problem with the case, ifhat was the answer? 

Vfere they real U.F.O. 's or did the camera play a trick ? For the problem 
was they appeared only after the pictures were develop)ed. Nothing was 
witnessed by the Doctor. 

Chris next studied the fifth photograph. There was indeed a possible 
explanation, the recessed light in the ceiling. The guestion had to 
be answered. Did somecxio turn on the light behind the Doctor when he 
was taking his pictures ? Especially when he had taken the third and 
fourth ones, those pictures with the white discs on them. 

Doctor Fells was contacted by phone again. He was asked to remember 

( CONTINUED ON PAGE 10 ) 
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BY KEIJ.Y FREEMAN 


Due to the coiq>licated nature of the U.F.O- problem, this fact sheet 
has been developed so the uninformed may better understand, and perhaps, 
elicit further researdh and involvement in this most vital issue facing 
nankind today. 

1) U.F.O.'s are seen by hundreds of people worldwide every day. 

2) U.F.O.'s are not c*ily reported in the traditicnal disc-shape, but 
in al 1 sorts of shapes,sizes and colors. 

3) U.F.O.'s ney not only be interplanetary, but interdimerisional or 
even originate from some yet unexplored region of the globe suc3i as 
our oceans. Theories abound on the subject. 

'4) aititiffi'‘t^“reaiy diffef«it ■ d^x^iptibhs have' "beai reported over the 
years/ the most ocmnan being srall, grey E^drmed 3-4 foot tall beings 
with oversized heads and large elongated eyes. 

5) Thousands of people worldwide have reportedly been abducted by U.F.O. 's 
and thousands more may still be unreported due to the unusual circumstances 
surrounding such events. 

6 ) A close aioounter with a U.F.O. could have serious physical effects 
on an observer due to .nuclear, electromagnetic or microwaws radiation, 
emitted from such objects. 

7) ^tities from U.F.O.'s have been known to display both benevolent 
and imlevDlent deeds towards hunan and animELls. 

8 ) In the past 45 years, anyrtiere from 12 to over 51 alleged U.F.O. 
crash/retrieval operations have been reported worldwide. 

9) Cattle and other aniimi autilations have not stopped and continue 
to this day in many parts of the world. 

10) U.F.O.'s have been and are still being routinely reported over nix:lear 
missile silos, nuclear weapons storage facilities, restricted test areas 
and other military installaticxis as well as over nuclear power plants 

and other energy related facilities. 

11) Military personnel who have seen U.F.O.*s etc., are debriefed and 
sworn to secrecy and/or are threatened with fines and imprisonment 

if they should reveal such information to the public, 

12) The U.S. Government will stop at nothing to keep the true nature 
of U.F.O.*s secret. 

13) The U.S. Government and other governments of the world have practiced 
and are still practicing a deadly game of coverup regarding the existence 
of U.F.O.'s. 

14) An understanding of the U.F.O. problem is iirperative so we may evaluate 
the impact it may have, or has, on our naticnal/world security and every 
day lifestyles. 

15) U.F.O.'s are real!! 

****** *********-it-it***************1t1t1f1t*******1r*** ************************** ******* 

EDITOR'S NOTE: It is not uncomnon to hear reports in areas of animal 
mutilation activity and heavy U.F.O. sightings of rumors of human disappearances 
and natilations. In Ufology, the stories of alleged human niutilaticns 
have never been documented by researchers, but they continue to appeeur 
from time to time frcm reliable sources. 

********************************************************************************* 
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if the light was turn^ on at aa^ime. He did answer that his wife had fe 
entered the rocm turning on the li^t as she did. 0 

The two photos showing the disc have reflections in thaa that appear ^ 

to be of a reflecticxi from a window b^iind the photografAier. ''Ihe angle P 

of the top of the reflection of the window and that of the disc are 
the sane. This seens to indicate that idien talcing the photos the photograph^ 
tilted the camera and being that the ceiling fixture and the top of ^ 

the window b^tind the photographer are on the same axis, they appear L 

on the same angle in the photo. 

It was Chris' impression that the picture was a^ double exposure 
of the ceiling li^^ on the window b^iind the photographer reflected 
onto the window in front of the photographer and captured by the camera. 

It was thus interpreted by the Doctor as a picture of a U.P.O.. 

To-rhedr-out-the-gg p l ana t l cttr-tr ^l sent-tfae -negatives and 

pi cL u i'e s to a siMie n d e a pe J^ in earl y 1 9 0 9 . li e wi s he s t so-reniam anepyous. 

He examii^ the. negatives zmd pictures again. His conclusion based on 
the facts supported the first analysis done by Chris Zasbcni. He was 
even able to match the dhsensiaa'of the light fixture with that of the 
two discs in the two pictares. He even noted that Doctor Fells had stepped 
to the ri^t sosieiidiat resoltingvih the iapression in the fourth pdcture 
that the object iad moved^ 

It should be noted that in Dfology that 90 to 95 percent of all 
O.P.O. reports are misinterpretations of cscnventiucnal objects or situations. 
It should also be noted that photos should not be taken as prlma facie 
evidence of real objects, but often they can be faked or misinterpreted : 
themselves. This is such a case. 


****************************************************************************** 
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PHOTO NUMBER THREE OP THE SERIES. 
( L.I.U.P.O.N. ARCHIVES. ) 
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THIS IS A PICTURE ’OF THE EVENING SKY 
WITHOUT THE WHITE DISC. 



THIS IS THE PICTURE OF THE RO»l WITH 
THE RECESSED LIGHT FDHURE. 

( L.I.U.F.O.N. ARCHIVES. ) 


LONG ISLAND U.F.O. NETWORK 
P.O. BOX 232 

CENTER MORICHES. N.Y. 11934 
U.F.O. HOTLINE (516) 286-3212 















